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Docket Clerk
Marketing Order Administration Branch
Fruit and Vegetable Programs, AMS-USDA
1400 Independence Avenue SW
STOP 0237
Washington, DC 20250-0237

RE:

Docket Number FV03-900-1PR
68 FR 67381-5, December 2, 2003
"Proposed Rule to Exempt Organic Producers and Marketers from Assessments for
Market Promotion Activities under Marketing Order Programs".

I am a certified organic farmer writing to log my comments in opposition to the proposed role. The
proposed role fails to follow the intent of Congress to free up filinds from organic sales to allow organic
farmers to promote their own products, by making it virtual]y impossible for a producer to get the
exemption. In particular, I would like to make the following points:

.

Specific Commoditv- Congress intended that to qualify for the exemption, a producer must produce
organically 100% of the specific commodity covered by the market promotion boar~ ~ot all products,
as the proposed rule currently states.

~~~~.

Total ExemDtion. The proposed role allows for
expenditures." The statute provides that
assessment under a commodity promotion law."
than partial, exemption.

.

Proof of Qualification. The present
specific commodity board approve
practice, ., .

the proper commodity board.
and

Handler's Organic Status. The USDA's proposed role improperly requires that handlers be 100%
organic and must alter the product in order to qualify for tile exemption. The Statute only requires
that the producer be 100% organic for the specific commodity and does not include any requirement
for altering products. The USDA's inclusion of these requirements does not conform to the language
of the statute.
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Conventional Sales. Under the proposed role, no exemption applies if any of the specific
commodities are sold in the conventional marketplace. No farmer can control whether the product is
transfeITed to the conventional market after he parts with it.
sell an organic product to qualify, and it cannot be
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